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ftEMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

This Amendment is in response to the Non-Final Office Action mailed on June 14, 2005, 
for the present application, which has been reviewed. Considered together with the following 
remarks, the arguments below ahd request for reconsideration are believed sufficient to place 

a 

I 

the application into condition for Allowance. No new matter has been added to the application. 

Applicant's express appreciation for the thoughtful examination by the Examiner. 

In the claims, claims 1, 9, 1 1. and 20 are presently amended, while claims 2, 7, 8, and 
12 are cancelled, Claims 1,11 liave been amended to include limitations found in the cancelled 
claims. 

The present invention provides a wearable body support system and particularly to a 
wearable body support system configured for attachment to a person that provides cushioning 
and support to the user during everits such as hunting, fishing, boating, rafting, spectator sports 
and the like. 
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Rejection of Claims 1, 3, 5 and 6 Under 35 U.S-C, SI 02 Should Be Withdrawn 



MeJt. 



The present Office Action rejects claims 1i 3, 5, and 6 under 35 U.S.C. section 102(b) as 



being anticipated by Wiiiifords et ai. 



(U.S. 5«652,957}. Applicant's respectfully traverse this 



rejection and request favorable recdnsideratloii and withdrawal of this rejection. Further, 

. i : 

Applicant's submit this rejection is rendered rnbot by the foregoing amendments and the 
following comments. 

The standard for a rejection udder 35 U.S.C. §1 02(b) is established in IVIPEP §2131. A 
claim is anticipated only if each knd every element as set forth in the daim is founds either 



expressly or inherently described! in a single prior art reference, if an independent claim is 
allowable under 35 U.S.C. §102, then kny claim depending therefrom is also allowal^e. 

In order to further the prcsecutlpn of this application, and without acquiescing to the 
Examiner's rejection and while reserving the right to prosecute the original claims (or similar 
claims) in the future. Applicant's have amended claim 1, from which claims 3, 5, and 6 depend. 

specification to provide cushioning jand comfort to a user. In particular^ Wiliiford teaches anti- 

I ! . 

skid gamient made from coarse tdxtLired anti-skid materials. Nevertheless, claims 1 and 1 1 
have been amended to include flii linitation of the upper torso assembly having a buoyant 
padding element. 

In light of the foregoing, Aptjiicdnt therefore believes claim 1 and those claims that 
depend from claim 1 are in conditiol fcr allowance, and respectfully requests such allowance. 



I 
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Rejection of Claims 1-3. 5-7, 20-22 and 24 Under 35 U.S.C. S102 Should Be 



The present Office Action alsdfejects claims 1-3, 5-7, 20-22 and 24 under 35 U.S.C. 



section 102(b) as being antiapated b> 



Howland et aL (U.S. App. No. 2001/0029621). Howland 



teaches a penetration resistant gamnent having a plurality of penetration resistant panels 30 



(para. [0042] lines 4-5). The optional 



padded backing is merely to protect a user from its rigid 



surfaces. The intended use of this garment is to protect a user from trauma associated with 
power-washers and is therefore primal ily designed for use on the front of a user. 

In contrast the present invention is configured and claimed to provide a custiioning effect 



to a seated, kneeling, or braced user. 



Applicant respectfully disagrees with the Present Action's 



statement that Howland discloses a wearable body support system having a "first elongated 



cushion assembly (92) and a second 



Elongated Cushion assembly (90). Again the assemblies 



are penetration resistant panels. Optionally, "each panel may include a backing," (para. [0059] 
lines 1-2). As such, the backing woukdl not exist or even be needed if there were no rigid panels. 
Thus, based on the foregoing and the amendment to claim 1 , Applicant respectifully requests 

■ • 

removal of this rejection and those claims that depend from it 



Regarding the 
above and additionally 



rejection of cl« 



ims 2 and 20, Applicant refers to his response stated 



adds that How ahd's chest panel 40 is clearly designed for protection of 



tion L 



a user's chest. The present invention f\ contrast is designed specifically to provide a cushioning 



effect to a user's back. 

Regarding the 
above and additionally 



This limitation is stated in claim 2, and claim 20 as amended. 

rejection of claims 3 and 21, Applicant refers to his response stated 

adds that HowP^nd's elements do not teach a leg support 100 as stated 



in the present action. In fact, element: 100 actually refers to a lower knee panel 100. Further, 



■ 

I 
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claims 3 and 21 depend fronn claims vJhlch Applicant believes, as amended, are in condition for 



allowance. 



Regarding the rejection of Iclaims 5 and 24, Applicant refers to his resjDonse stated 
above and additionally adds that H'owliand's element 104 is described as one or more straps. 
Despite this discrepancy, Howlanl llement 96 describes a knee section, which, like the 

« 

response stated above, describes « risjid panel h&ving an optional backing to add comfort from 



the panel itself. Further, claims 5 



and 24 depend from claims which Applicant believes, as 



amended, are in condition for allowance* . 

Regarding the rejection of diaims 6, Applicant refers to his response stated above and 
additionally adds that claim 6 depend frohi a claim which Applicant believes, as amended, is in 



condition for allowance. 

Regarding the rejection of. 



claims 7 and 22. Applicant refers to his response stated 



above and additionally adds that claimis 7 and 22 depend from claims which Applicant believes, 
as amended, are in condition for allowance. 

In light of the foregoing, Appjics nt therefore believes claims 1-3, 5-7. 20-22 and 24 those 



claims that depend from claim 1 are 
allowance. 



in 



Rejection of Claims 4 ahd 



condition for allowance, and respectfully req'uests such 



11^16 Under 35 U.S.C> ^ 103 Should Be Withdrawn 



The present action rejects dairhs 4 ahd 11-16 as being unpatentable over Howland in 

• I 

view of Billingsley (U.S. 1.566,23^) under 35 U.S.C. section 103(a). Applicant respectfully 
traverses this rejection and requestl favorable reconsideration and withdrawal of this rejection. 

Further, Applicants submit this rej^ctron is rendered moot by the foregoing amendhnents and 

■ 

the following comments. ' 
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First, there must be sonne siiggeslsdn or nriiotjvati6n, either in the references themselves 
or in the knowledge generally availalle toj one of drdinary skill in the art, to modify the reference 
or to combine reference teachings for a Vaccine with the claimed specific properties. Second, 
there must be some reasonable exipeila'tion of success. Finally, the prior art reference must 
teach or suggest all the claim limitat oJs. The teaching or suggestion to make the claimed 
combination and the reasonable exfbec talion of success must be both found in the prior art, and 
not based on applicant's disclosure, fn Ye Vaeck, 947 F.2d 488, 20 USPQ2d 1438 (Fed. Cir. 
1991). See MPEP 2142. I 

I 
I 

Regarding claims 4 and 11 j Blilirigsley teaches an unrelated art of protecting trousers 
from excessive wear and soiling. ! ^^ere is no suggestion in either patent to combine the 
references. Further, Applicant sibbrhill this rejection is rendered moot by the foregoing 
amendments to these claims. 

Regarding claims 12-16, Afjpliliar'it again restates that Billingsley teaches an unrelated 

* - t 

I . 

art of pHDtecting trousers from exclBSsive wear and soiling. There is no suggestion in either 
patent to combine the references. Fulthir, Applicant submits this rejection is rendered moot by 



the foregoing amendments to these clfin* 
In light of the foregoing, AppI 



for allowance, and respectfully reqi 



Rejection of Claims 8-^1 0, 



t!2 



and 23: Under 35 USC S 103 Should Be Withdrawn 



The present action rejects dairis 



Jail 



.s. h 



s. 



therefore believes claims 4 and 11-16 are in condition 



s such allowance. 



8-10, 17-19 and 23 as being unpatentable over 



- App. No. 2004/0157514) under 35 U.S.C. section 



Howland in view of Courtney (U, 

|i 

103(a). Applicant respectfully travek^3 this rejedtion and requests favorable reconsideration 
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* 

and withdrawal of this rejection. Furthe|l Afiplicantfs submit this rejection is rendered moot by 
the foregoing amendments and the rolKM'ing comrtients. 

Regarding claim 8 (now canidell id and curfently amended claim 1), as stated above, 
Howland teaches a penetration resistant garment to protect a user from injury from a power 
washer. It is not intended for use as bc^dy arnnor dr for combat. In fact neither the ''body annor 
nor the "combat" tenns are even m^ntil^rled in the patent Courtney teaches a floatation device 
that is reconfigurable and which mai o itionally and peripherally include body armor. There is 
no suggestion in either reference to combine a flotation device with a power washer penetration 
resistant paneL In contrast, the prejieJt invention 'is an unrelated technology to both references. 
The present invention is a comfort ^id for a user atid for water applications a buoyant material is 

! Qsirto 



added to eliminate the need for the 



wear d separate personal flotation device. The 



present invention does not claim any obnfiguratiori suitable for combat, body annor or protection 
from injury from power washers. 

Regarding claim 9, Applicant states this rejection is rendered moot by the foregoing 
amendments and the following com nejnts. Also, as stated above, there is no suggestion in 
either patent to combine the references. Howland teaches a protective suit against Injury from 
power washing and Courtney teach is L variably donfigured inflatable personal flotation device. 

Regarding claim 10, Applicait itates that ihis rejection is rendered moot by the 
foregoing amendments and the coitrimlnts abovei 

Regarding claims 17-19, ApF iicant again restates that Howland and Courtney are 

is no ;siuggestioi!i in either patent to combine the references. 



unrelated technologies. There 



.1 ! 

Howland teaches a protective suit against injury: from power washing and Courtney teaches a 

il' 



variably configured inflatable persd; 



is rendered moot by the foregoing amendments t6 these claims. 



lal 



flotation device. Further. Applicant submits this rejection 
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In light of the foregoing, Applicdnt therefore believes claims 8-10, 17-19 and 23 are in 



y request such allowance. 
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Examiner noted that the pAior art of record was considered pertinent to Applicant's 
disclosure. Applicants have reviewed the prior art of record and submit it does not adversely 

ii 

bear on the patentability Of the pending claims. 

In light of the foregoing, AFirjlicanf s respe ctfully submit they have addressed each and 
every item presented by the Examlrier in this OffFce Action. Favorable reconsideration of all of 
the claims as amended is eamestij solicited. Applicant's submit that the present application, 

with the foregoing claim and specification amendments and accompanying remarks, is in a 

j! 

condition for allowance and respectfully request such allowance. 

In the event any further matters requiring Attention are noted by Examiner or in the event 
that prosecution of this applicatloh can otherwiie be advanced thereby, a telephone call td 
Applicant's undersigned representdt v© at the number shown below is invited. 



DICKINSON WRIGHT PLLC 
1901 L Street NW. Suite 800 
Washington D.C. 20036 . 
Telephone: (202) 457-0l;60 
Facsimile: (202)659-1559 
Date: December 14. 2Qti5 



DC 2A7B7-1 1Q8D44V1 



Resplectfully submittad. 





nl M. Nal 

gikration No. 46,487' 
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